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The elastic p-12C scattering at low energies is studied by using a cluster effective
field theory (EFT), where the low-lying resonance states (s; /25 D372, ds /2) of 13N are
treated as pertinent degrees of freedom. The low-energy constants of the Lagrangian
are expressed in terms of the Coulomb-modified effective range parameters, which
are determined to reproduce the experimental data for the differential cross-sections.
The resulting theoretical predictions agree very well with the experimental data. The
resulting theory is shown to give us almost identical phase shifts as obtained from
the R-matrix approach. The role of the ground state of >N below the threshold and

the next-to-leading order in the EFT power counting are also discussed.

I. INTRODUCTION

The radiative proton capture reaction of carbon-12, C(p,y)'*N, plays an important role
in the CNO cycle [1]. That is, the chain of '2C(p,y)!3N(81)'3C reactions increases the 3C
abundance and hence the *C(a,n)'0 reaction that acts as a neutron source in the asymp-
totic giant branch (AGB) stars [2]. However, the reaction cross-section at astrophysical
energies is difficult to determine experimentally due to the Coulomb barrier. Thus, employ-
ing a theoretical model is useful to extrapolate the cross-section at very low astrophysical
energies.

The reaction has been studied in diverse theoretical approaches, which include potential
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models like potential cluster model (PCM) [3], single-particle model [4], distorted wave Born
approximation (DWBA) [5], and the phenomenological R-matrix theory [6].

R-matrix theory provides a reliable theoretical tool to determine S factors at low energies.
However, the cluster effective field theory (EFT) can be an alternative approach to the R-
matrix theory. The cluster EFT provides a powerful framework to describe the low-energy
system by exploiting the scale separation of the system. The EFT uses the systematic
expansion scheme of the theories, and thus allows improved calculations with well-defined
error estimates. The cluster EFT [7] has been used for the analysis of diverse nuclear systems,
including the one-neutron halo nucleus **C [§], one-proton halo nuclei 'F and ®B [9} [10]. Tt
has also been applied to non-halo systems with the existence of scale separation such as the

resonant a-«a scattering Ref. [I1] and *C-«a scattering[12] 13].

In the present work, we analyze the differential cross section for elastic p-12C scattering
in the cluster EFT, which is important for the EFT-description of the *C(p,v)!*N reaction.
In addition, very accurate experimental data on elastic scattering exist, which is useful to
guide and test our theoretical approach. As we will show later, the reaction is dominated
by the three low-lying resonance states of '*N with J, = 1/2%7,3/2 and 5/2", which will be
treated as pertinent degrees of freedom of our cluster EFT. The ground state (J, = 1/27)
of BN lies below the threshold energy, and plays only a minor role, as was also studied in
the R-matrix analysis [6]. We will quantify its importance by comparing cluster EFTs with

and without the ground state.

This paper is organized as follows: In Section [[I, the cluster EFT formalisms for s-,
p- and d-wave interactions of elastic p-'2C scattering and renormalization conditions are
given. In Section [[II} we present the results of renormalization, and phase shift analysis
and comparison with the R-matrix are also discussed. In Section [[V], we give a conclusion

and discuss a possible future work.

II. CLUSTER EFT FOR s-, p- AND d-WAVE INTERACTIONS

In this section, we present our formalism for elastic p-!2C scattering in the framework of

cluster EFT. Many useful discussions of our formalism can be found in Refs. [7, [14].



A. Scale separation and Lagrangian

Figure [1| depicts the level scheme of the compound nucleus ®N. The three low-lying
resonance states with J™ = 1/2%,3/27, and 5/2% of >N are taken as pertinent degrees
of freedom of the theory. Their respective excitation energies are F, = 0.457, 1.686, and
1.734 MeV, with corresponding momenta of v/2mgE, = 28, 54, 55 MeV, where mgy is the
reduced mass of the p-12C system. These momenta are characterized by the scale denoted
as kj,, which is regarded as small compared with the high momentum scale ky;. The natural
choice for ky; is the momentum corresponding to the core excitation v/2mgrE* ~ 90 MeV,
where E* = 4.44 MeV is the first excitation energy of '2C. The EFT is then expanded with
increasing power of the ratio kj,/kn; = (0.3 ~ 0.6). The scale associated with the Coulomb
interaction, kc = Zoagymg ~ 38 MeV, is numerically comparable to k;,, where Zo = 6 and
apy ~ 1/137.036 is the fine structure constant. The ground state of ¥N with J™ = 1/2~
is a sub-threshold state located below the threshold, F, = —1.944 MeV, and its role will be
discussed later.

The effective Lagrangian for the system can be written as [I5HI7]
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where ¢, 1. and d, are the proton, '*C and the dicluster field, respectively, with the
subscript d, denoting the total angular momentum and parity of the dicluster, x = J".
Their masses are denoted as m,, m. and m;, = m, + m,, respectively, and the covariant
derivatives are defined as D,, = 0, —i—z’e@Au, where Q is the charge operator. The parameters
A, and g, represent the residual masses and coupling constants of field d,, respectively. The
index n is 1 for s- and p- waves, and runs up to 2 for d- wave. The v, , in the kinetic term
of the dicluster field are chosen as 1 to be a sign related to the effective range [7], while
the 15, in the 2nd-order kinetic term for d-wave is needed for renormalization. At LO, we
have therefore two low-energy constants (LECs) for s- and p-waves, and three low-energy
constants for d-wave. As we will show shortly, these LECs are to be related to the effective

range parameters.
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FIG. 1. Level scheme of *N (Not to scale)

The projection of the operator 1, ZV% = Y, (mczv — mﬂﬁ) Ye/(m, + m.) to the



x=1/27,3/27,1/27, and 5/2% states are given as [1§]
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where m, is the spin projection of the proton and C/™ is a short notation for the

Jimai ]2m2
Clebsch-Gordan coefficients (jimy, joms|(j1j2)jm). Here and hereafter, we use the Greek
letters to denote spherical components that run from —1 to 1. The conversion to Cartesian

coordinates for convenience in the calculation of the d-wave can be found in Ref. [16].

B. The irreducible self-energy and renormalization conditions

FIG. 2. Self-energy diagram of a dicluster. The solid line denotes the core(*2C) and the dashed

line represents the proton field. The shaded bubble denotes the Coulomb Green’s function.

The full dicluster propagator of the dicluster d, reads
7
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where Y, (E) is the irreducible self-energy shown in Fig. 2l The Coulomb interaction plays
a crucial role at low-energy, and is taken into account by the Coulomb Green’s function.
Because each dicluster of x in our consideration has a different orbital angular momentum

[, we will use [ and x interchangeably hereafter.



FIG. 3. Scattering amplitude for elastic p-'2C scattering. The notation is the same as in Fig.

The elastic scattering amplitude 7; for s-, p- and d-waves are depicted in Fig. 3, and can
be evaluated as [19]

T, = gt Di(E)e* kG (n), (4)

where o, = argl'(l + 1 +in), and

Ciln) = DU+ 1+ im)| e 2™ /D(I + 1), (5)
which is the Gamow-Sommerfeld factor C;(n) [9, 20] but normalized to unity when 7 goes
to zero.

The scattering amplitude in Eq. can be matched with the effective range function
as [11]
2r k2162i”lé’l2(n)
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Here, fi(k) is the Coulomb-modified effective range function (ERF) [21] 22],
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where 0; is the phase shifts relative to the regular Coulomb function for angular momentum
l, a;, r and P, are the effective range parameters (scattering length, effective range and

shape parameter), and the function hy(n) is defined as [23]
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where 1(z) = I"(z)/I'(2) is the logarithmic derivative of the Gamma function. Comparison
of Eq.@ with Eq. enables us to renormalize the LECs in terms of the effective range

parameters.

1. S-wave interaction

The irreducible self-energy of s-wave dicluster can be expressed as

Su(E) = & [ Lo kGBI
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where G¢(E) is the Coulomb Green’s function [24],

G = [ o 2P (10

and 1, (r) is the Coulomb wave function

=S @+ il Filn, pr)Pl(ﬁ-f), (11)
=0 pr

n = kc/p, F) are the regular Coulomb functions [25].
The integral in Eq.(9) can be evaluated by using the power divergence subtraction (PDS)
method [24] 26], 27],

kcmR

Yo(E) = —90 ho(n )+Edlv (12)

and the divergent part L3V is energy-independent, whose explicit form can be found in
Refs. [26, 27].
The s-wave ERF with [ = 0 is then given as

2w T
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Comparison of Eq. with Eq.@ gives us the renormalization conditions
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2. P-wave interaction

By using a similar procedure as for the s-wave, the irreducible self-energy of p-wave

dicluster can be derived as [7],
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It is then a simple task to show that the resulting p-wave ERF reads fi(k) = —2- + 571k
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8. D-wave interaction

By adopting the trick of using Cartesian representation of the d-wave vertex function [17,

28], the irreducible self-energy of d-wave dicluster can be evaluated as
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The corresponding d-wave ERF is then given as fo(k) = —a—12 + 37rok? — 1 Pok* with
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III. NUMERICAL RESULTS AND DISCUSSION
A. Fitting to experimental data

In the previous section, we have shown that the cluster EF'T description with the LECs is
identical to the Coulomb-modified ERF with a finite number of effective range parameters
(ERPs), and the remaining task is to determine the values of the parameters from the
experimental data.

We find that the fitting for the ERPs is complicated due to the strong correlations between
the ERPs of the p and d-waves, which is caused mainly by the fact that their pole positions
are very close to each other. This problem can be avoided by rewriting the effective range

function as a series around the pole position,

1 1 1
filk) = “u + 57‘;1{:2 — Z—lPlk;‘* + QkS + - -
1., 1.,
= §Tz(k2 —k}) — ZPI (K — k7)?
+ QU =KD+ (20)

where k2 = mpFE,, E, being the resonance excitation energy, and (E,,r,, P/, Q;,---) are
another representation of the ERPs (a;, 7, P, Qy, - ).
The parameters (E,. = E,, r;, P/, Q,, ---) are determined by minimizing x3 defined as

N 2
) |Yith — Yiexpl
G=3 21
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where ¥; exp (itn) is the experimental (theoretical) differential cross sections at a given angle,
Ay, exp are error bars of the data. Some of the data have very small Ay, ¢,,, and the usual
chi-square is dominated by them. As a regulator that takes into account the theoretical
uncertainty, we introduce

ki

Ayi,th = Yiexp X Ka (22)
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where A is a parameter. While constructed in an ad-hoc manner, this form is motivated
by the fact that the EF'T description is less accurate at high momentum. Ay, y, should not
be bigger than the uncertainty of the theory, and thus we choose A =1 GeV. We find that
the resulting parameters are found to be stable and insensitive to the values of A, while the
value of x% increases with A.

So far, we have considered only the leading order (LO) terms, and the resulting theory
turns out to be identical to the Coulomb-modified effective range expansion with the pa-
rameters (F,,r,) for s- and p-waves and (E,,r;, P/) for d-wave. While we do not describe
explicitly here, going to the next order (or NLO) with including one higher-order terms in
the Lagrangian is also identical to the effective range expansion with one more term, that
is, (E,,r;, P,) for s- and p-waves and (E,,r;, P, Q)) for d-wave, which we denote as NLO.
We also consider the leading order calculation where the J™ = %_ ground state of 13N is also
taken as a pertinent degrees of freedom, which we denote as LO+gs. We thus have three
sets of parameters, LO, NLO and LO+gs.

The parameters of each set are then determined by the fitting to the differential cross-
section data at three different angles, 89.1, 118.7, and 146.9 degrees [29]. Figures 4| and
show the resulting differential cross-sections for the region E, < 0.7 MeV and E, = (0.7 ~
2) MeV, E, is the incident proton energy. The calculated cross sections agree very well with
the data, which can also be seen in the obtained x3/datum = 1.20 for LO, and 1.03 for
NLO.

The values of the fitted ERE parameters for the expansion around the origin are summa-
rized in Table . In the NLO case, compared to LO, the added parameters, the P| for the
p3/o-wave and the Py and @) for the d5/-wave, have large uncertainties that are much bigger
than the central values. This might be due to a strong correlation between the parameters
of p3/ and ds/p-waves, which is not surprising since the pole positions at 1.686 and 1.734
MeV, respectively, are very close to each other.

We also considered the role of the ground state on the differential cross-sections. Our
results show that including the ground state provides a more accurate description of dif-
ferential cross-section in high energy region, particularly around 1.7 MeV. Our result is in
line with the finding obtained from the R-matrix study given in Ref. [6]. Fig. @ shows that
the ground state gives us a small and slowly varying repulsive contribution. As can be seen

in Table [I| the pole position parameter for this channel suffers from a very big uncertainty,
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FIG. 4. The differential cross section for elastic p-'?>C scattering as a function of the proton
energy E, < 0.7 MeV at two angles (a) 89.1° and (b) 146.9°. The red, blue, and green solid lines

represent the EFT results at LO, NLO, and LO+gs. The black circles represent the experimental

data [29)].

E, = (—=1+£13) MeV, which is not surprising recalling that the ground state lies below about
1.9 MeV from the threshold.
The phase shifts are plotted and compared with the R-matrix analysis in Fig. [0 As can

be seen in Fig. @, our results are very close to those obtained by R-matrix calculations [6].
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TABLE I. The ERE parameters for the expansion around the pole positions.

E, (MeV)| 7y (fm!=2)| P/ (fm*2) Q) (fm7)
(a) LO xXa/N =1.20
s1/2| —0.09+0.00[ 1.52+0.00
psja| 1.74+0.00|—1.83 +0.04
dsjp|  1.764£0.01|—0.19 +£0.02| 4.94+2.65
(b) NLO xXix/N =1.03
$1/9| —0.11£0.00| 1.464+0.01| —2.18 +0.11
paja| 1.74+0.02|—2.01 £ 0.42|25.40 + 55.15
dsjp|  1.78£0.02|—0.16 £0.03| 0.12+3.83((3.35 +6.69) x 105
(c) LO+gs /N =1.01
s1/2| —0.09 +0.00| 1.52+0.00
psje| 1.7440.00|—1.91 +0.04
dsjp|  1.77+£0.01{—0.18 £0.02| 2.14 & 2.86
p1j2|—1.02 +12.98|—0.20 + 0.98

13
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The black short-dashed lines are the results by using the R-matrix taken from Ref. [6].



15

IV. CONCLUSIONS

The elastic p-'2C scattering at energies below E, < 2 MeV is studied in terms of a cluster
EFT, the pertinent degrees of freedom of which are the proton, the ground state of 2C and
the three low-lying states (s1/2, ps2, ds/2) of ®N. The resulting scattering amplitudes of
the theory are found to be consistent with the Coulomb-modified ERE, and the low-energy
constants are represented by the ERE parameters. At the leading-order, we have seven
parameters, 2 for each of the s- and p-wave, and 3 for the d-wave. The theory prediction turns
out to be in a very good agreement with the experimental data, achieving x% /datum = 1.20
(see Eqgs. for the definition of x3).

The fitting procedure for the ERE parameters can be substantially simplified by expand-
ing the ERE around the pole positions and defining the ERE parameters accordingly, which
strongly reduces correlations among the parameters. The effect of the higher-order terms
has been studied by adding one higher-order term for each partial wave, which is denoted as
NLO and scores x3 /datum = 1.03. To estimate the role of the ground state of *N that lies
below the threshold, we have also considered the cases where the ground state is promoted
to an explicit degree of freedom. The resulting “LO+gs” theory results in x3 /datum = 1.01.
These improvements of NLO and LO+gs are, however, accompanied by large uncertainties
in the additionally introduced ERE parameters (see Table 1). It shows that the experimental
data considered in this work with E, < 2 MeV are well described by the LO, and the con-
tributions from the higher order terms and the sub-threshold ground state are not essential.
The resulting phase shifts are in an excellent agreement with the R-matrix analysis [6].

The high momentum scale of a low-energy EFT is set by the lowest-energy state that is
not taken explicitly, the 2% state of 12C with E, = 4.44 MeV. This corresponds to rather
a large expansion parameter kj,/kp; = (0.3 ~ 0.6). The main mechanism that makes our
approach successful despite this rather large ratio might be traced to the relevance of the

ERE at low energies. An immediate extension of this work would be 2C(p,v)"*N.
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